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DETAILED ACTION 

The application of Michael Chiviendacz for Method and Apparatus for Securely 
Providing identification Information Using Translucent identification member With Filter filed 
12/30/2003 has been examined. Claims 1-54 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1-8, 25, 27, 33, 34, 40-50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Oksman et al. US Patent 5,233,436. 

Regarding claim 1, Oksman et al. teaches a method for providing identification 
information comprising: 

generating a visual filtering pattern provided by screen (13) (col. 3 lines 63-65) that 
when combined ^ith a obscure user identifier such as icons, words, or pictures visually reveals 
the identifier (col. 4 lines 14-19, col. 4 lines 32-41, col. 5 lines 8-15). Oksman et al. teaches the 
screen is translucent because it is partially transparent and prevent perception of distinct images, 
(col. 3 lines 62-65). 

Regarding claim 2, Oksman et al. teaches assigning identification information to the 
visual filtering pattern by writing to the display character images, icon, or word (col. 4 lines 17- 
19) and teaches storing the identification and associate filtering pattern on a storage media (col. 4 
lines 13-20). 
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Regarding claim 3, Oksman et al teaches generating a visual filtering pattern provided by 
screen (13) (col. 3 lines 63-65) that when combined with a obscure user identifier such as icons, 
words, or pictures visually reveals the identifier (col. 4 lines 14-19, col. 4 lines 32-41, col. 5 lines 
8-15). The examiner considers the issuer as the person or organization that generate the storage 
medium for performing the identification procedure (col. 4 lines 13-20). 

Regarding claim 4, Oksman et al. teaches assigning identification information to the 
visual filtering pattern by writing to the display character images, icon, or word (col. 4 lines 17- 
19) and teaches storing the identification and associate filtering pattern on a storage media (col. 4 
lines 13-20). 

Regarding claim 5, Oksman et al. teaches a translucent identification member (13) having 
a translucent area, which is partially transparent and prevent perception of distinct images, (col. 3 
lines 62-65). Oksman et al. teaches the screen includes a filter pattern configured to visually 
filter a displayed unique identifier and configure to overlay a portion of the display screen (col. 4 
lines 14-19, col 4 lines 32-41). 

Regarding claim 6, Oksman et al. teaches sending a pattern containing obscured images 
such as character images, icon, or word (col. 4 lines 17-19) and teaches when the screen is 
combined with the displayed characters visually revealed the identifier (col. 4 lines 14-19, col. 4 
lines 32-41) 

Regarding claim 7, Oksman et al. teaches the pattern is sent to the display (col. 4 lines 

17-19). 

Regarding claim 8, Oksman et al. teaches sending the revealed identifiers to an 
authentication device by typing in the revealed identifier at the computer (col. 5 lines 5-15). 
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Regarding claims 25 and 27, Oksman et al. teaches generating visually obscured 
identifier for display and sending the generated visually obscured user identifier for display in 
response to a use request by activating the program on the storage media (col. 4 lines 17-19). 

Regarding claim 33, Oksman et al. teaches a translucent identification member 
authenticator (computer) operative to receive data from user by the user typing in the revealed 
identifier (col. 5 lines 5-15). Oksman et al. teaches comparing the received data with a 
corresponding expected identifier to determine whether proper authentication of the user is 
appropriate (col. 5 lines 8-15). 

Regarding claim 34, Oksman et al. teaches the expected revealed identifier prior to the 
receipt of the received data corresponding to the revealed identifier because the identifier is 
already stored on the storage media (col. 4 lines 13-20). 

Regarding claims 40-42, Oksman et al. teaches an authenticator operative to receive data 
representative of a revealed identifier from the displayed obscure identifier (col 5 lines 5-15) 
and teaches comparing the received data with a corresponding expected identifier to determine 
whether proper authentication of the user is appropriate (col. 5 lines 8-15). Oksman et al. teaches 
the identifier is revealed by overlaying the visual filter pattern provided by the screen (13) on the 
displayed images (col. 4 line 33-45). 

Regarding claim 43, Oksman et al. teaches the translucent identification member 
authenticator send right grant information in response to receiving data matching the 
corresponding expected identifier (col. 5 lines 5-15). 

Regarding claims 44-45, Oksman et al. teaches displaying visually obscure user 
identification data (col. 4 lines 14-18) and receiving data representing revealed user 
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authentication data that is derived when a visual filter pattern provided by screen (13) is 
combined with the displayed identifier (col. 5 lines 5-15). 

Regarding claim 46, Oksman et al. teaches the revealed user authentication data is 
entered using keyboard (5) and the keyboard is different from the display used to reveal the 
identifier. 

Regarding claims 47 and 49, Oksman et al. teaches displaying visually obscure user 
identification data (col. 4 lines 14-18) and receiving data representing revealed user 
authentication data that is derived when a visual filter pattern provided by screen (13) is 
combined with the displayed identifier (col. 5 lines 5-15). 

Regarding claim 48, Oksman et al. teaches the identification information is entered at the 
keyboard and transmitted to the CPU for comparison (col. 5 lines 8-15). 

Regarding claim 50, Oksman et al. teaches a translucent area having a visual filtering 
pattern configure to visually filter an obscure user identification (col. 4 lines 16-25). 

Claims 51-54 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by McVoy et al 
US Patent 3827726. 

Regarding claim 51, McVoy et al. teaches a transaction card comprising identification 
information and a second area containing a translucent identification member having a 
translucent area that includes a visual filter pattern (col. 5 lines 3-14). 

Regarding claim 52, McVoy et al. teaches the second portion (30a) includes an attach 
identification number (col. 5 lines 8-10). 

Regarding claims 53-54, McVoy et al. teaches the translucent identification member is 
configured to be attached to a display portion (30) (col. 5 lines 7-12). 
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Claims 17-19, 21-24, and 36-39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Brown et al. US Patent 6784905. 

Regarding claims 17-19 and 23-24, Brown et al teaches an apparatus (10) comprising a 
circuit for receiving a request from a user for a visual filter pattern (col. 5 lines 27-36, col. 5 lines 
43-48) and recording a link between the user and the identification information associated with 
the filtering pattern base on the user visual disability (col. 6 lines 6-12). 

Regarding claim 21, Brown et al. teaches the filtering pattern is sent to the user for 
placement on a translucent identification member (col. 5 lines 43-47). 

Regarding claim 22, Brown et al. teaches the filtering pattern is selected from an existing 
pool of filtering patterns in a database (col. 6 lines 6-12). 

Regarding claim 36, Brown et al. teaches an apparatus (10) comprising a circuit for 
receiving a request from a user for a visual filter pattern (col. 5 lines 27-36, col. 5 lines 43-48). 
Brown et al. also teaches customizing the software to provide particular visual filter to the user 
(col. 5 line 65-col. 6 line 3) and teaches the visual filters stored in the database is based on user's 
personal information such as user visual disability (col. 6 lines 6-13). 

Regarding claim 37, Brown et al. teaches the filtering pattern is selected from an existing 
pool of filtering patterns in a database (col. 6 lines 6-12). 
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Regarding claims 38-39, Brown et al. teaches the visual filters are created base on user 
information such as user visual disability (col. 6 lines 6-13) and the user is requested to input 
information for the selection of the visual filter pattern (col. 7 lines 14-25). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 9-11, 13, 14-16, 28-30, and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Oksman et al. US Patent 5,233,436 in view of Brown et al. US Patent 
6784905. 

Regarding claim 9, Oksman et al teaches generating a pattern of obscure user identifier 
such that when the pattern of obscure user identifiers are combined with visual filter pattern 
provided by the screen, the expected identifier pattern is revealed col. 4 lines 14-19, col. 4 lines 
32-41 , col. 5 lines 8-15) and the obscure user identifiers are displayed (col. 4 lines 15-20). 
Oksman et al. further teaches sending the revealed identifiers to an authentication device by 
typing in the revealed identifier at the computer (col. 5 lines 5-15). Oksman et al. is however 
silent on teaching receiving user identification information as a first factor of authentication for a 
user and uses the user identification to identify a translucent identification member containing a 
particular filtering pattern. Brown in an art related translucent filters invention teaching 
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receiving user identification information in the form of user visual disability and the user 
information is use to generate the particular filtering pattern (col. 6 lines 6-12). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the system of 
Oksman et al. as disclosed by Brown because associating a particular filter pattern base on user 
identification allows the customization of the filter pattern based on the user visual disability and 
therefore renders the translucent identification system more effective. 

Regarding claims 10 and 13, Oksman et al. teaches examining the received data 
representing the revealed identifier to determine if it matches the expected identifier (col. 5 lines 
7-15). 

Regarding claim 11, Oksman et al. teaches the expected revealed identifier prior to the 
receipt of the received data corresponding to the revealed identifier because the identifier is 
already stored on the storage media (col. 4 lines 13-20). 

Regarding claim 14-16, Oksman et al. teaches sending the revealed identifiers to an 
authentication device by typing in the revealed identifier at the computer and authenticating the 
user if a match is determined (col. 5 lines 5-15). 

Regarding claim 28, Oksman et al. teaches a circuit for generating a pattern of obscure 
user identifier such that when the pattern of obscure user identifiers are combined with visual 
filter pattern provided by the screen, the expected identifier pattern is revealed col. 4 lines 14-19, 
col. 4 lines 32-41, col. 5 lines 8-15) and the obscure user identifiers are displayed (col. 4 lines 
15-20). Oksman et al. further teaches sending the revealed identifiers to an authentication device 
by typing in the revealed identifier at the computer (col. 5 lines 5-15). Oksman et al. is however 
silent on teaching receiving user identification information as a first factor of authentication for a 
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user and uses the user identification to identify a translucent identification member containing a 
particular filtering pattern. Brown in an art related translucent filters invention teaching 
receiving user identification information in the form of user visual disability and the user 
information is use to generate the particular filtering pattern (col. 6 lines 6-12). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the system of 
Oksman et al. as disclosed by Brown because associating a particular filter pattern base on user 
identification allows the customization of the filter pattern based on the user visual disability and 
therefore renders the translucent identification system more effective. 

Regarding claim 29, Oksman et al. teaches examining the received data representing the 
revealed identifier to determine if it matches the expected identifier (col. 5 lines 7-15). 

Regarding claim 30, Oksman et al. teaches the expected revealed identifier prior to the 
receipt of the received data corresponding to the revealed identifier because the identifier is 
already stored on the storage media (col. 4 lines 13-20). 

Regarding claim 32, Oksman et al. teaches Oksman et al. teaches sending the revealed 
identifiers to an authentication device by typing in the revealed identifier at the computer and 
authenticating the user if a match is determined (col. 5 lines 5-15). 

Claims 12 and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Oksman et al. US Patent 5,233,436 in view of Brown et al. US Patent 6784905 and further in 
view of Scuitto et al. US Patent 3875375. 
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Regarding claims 12 and 31, Oksman et al. teaches an authenticator determining the 
expected revealed identifier but is silent on teaching the authenticator determines the expected 
identifier after the receipt data corresponding to the revealed identifier. Scuitto et al. in an art 
related identification card invention teaches comparing the identification entered with 
information read from the identification card (col. 5 lines 58-63). The expected identifier is 
determined after the receipt of the data corresponding to the revealed identifier the identification 
of the card is read after keying the user identification. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the system of 
.Oksman et al. as disclosed by Scuitto et al. because determining the expected identifier after the 
receipt of the data corresponding to the revealed identifier allows the user to be authenticated 
base on the user's input. 



Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Brown et al. US 
Patent 6784905 in view of McVoy et al. US Patent 3827726. 

Regarding claim 20, Brown et al. teaches the use of a visual filter pattern col. 5 lines 27- 
36) but is silent on teaching the filter pattern is send to a third part for placement on an 
identification member. McVoy et al. in an art related identification card invention teaches 
sending a visual filter to credit card issuer for placement on the filtering pattern onto the card 
(col. 4 lines 30-40). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the system of 
Brown as disclosed by McVoy et al. because placement of the visual filter on the card ensures 
that the card identification information can be only be read by authorized persons. 

Claim 35 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Oksman et ah US 
Patent 5,233,436 in view of Scuitto et al. US Patent 3875375. 

Regarding claim 35, Oksman et al. teaches an authenticator determining the expected 
revealed identifier but is silent on teaching the authenticator determines the expected identifier 
after the receipt data corresponding to the revealed identifier. Scuitto et al. in an art related 
identification card invention teaches comparing the identification entered with information read 
from the identification card (col. 5 lines 58-63). The expected identifier is determined after the 
receipt of the data corresponding to the revealed identifier the identification of the card is read 
after keying the user identification. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the system of 
Oksman et al. as disclosed by Scuitto et al. because determining the expected identifier after the 
receipt of the data corresponding to the revealed identifier allows the user to be authenticated 
base on the user's input. 

Claim 26 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Oksman et al. US 
Patent 5,233,436 in view of McVoy et al. US Patent 3827726. 

Regarding claim 26, Oksman et al. generating and displaying the obscure user 
identification (col. 4 lines 14-19) but is silent on teaching combining user specific information 
with other information to produce the visually obscure identifier. McVoy et al. in an art related 
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identification card invention teaches using user information to produce visual obscure 
identification (col. 5 lines 3-10). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the system of 
Oksman et al. as disclosed by McVoy because combining user specific information with other 
information to produce the visually obscure identifier simplify the choice of the obscure 
identifier. 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Vernal U. Brown whose telephone number is 571-272-3060. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-7:00 Monday-Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Wendy Garber can be reached on 571-272-7308, The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-9 197Xtoll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 





Vernal Brown 
March 12, 2007 
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